A philosopher friend of mine once described the relationship between philosophy and science this way: Philosophy, he maintained, is a holding tank (he said "garbage can," actually) for particularly sticky problems. Science may want to know about the meaning of life, the nature of time, or alternative conceptions of causality, but these puzzles do not readily yield to scientific analysis. So science throws these intricacies into philosophy where they can be mulled over. Eventually, when clarified and recast, scientists reclaim them.
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Wren believes that ethicists' analysis of the question" What motivates people to follow their conscience," has reached the point that psychologists can now incorporate portions of this philosophical analysis in their theories of moral thought, behavior, and action. In Caring About Morality: Philosophical Perspectives in Moral Psychology, he suggests psychological work on morality is in "considerable disarray" (p. 3) because theorists and researchers fail to recognize how their work is shaped by their "metaethics": tacit assumptions about the nature of morality. What are some of these unstated metaethical assumptions? Wren is particularly concerned with the way psychologists think about the motivational aspects of morality. Rarely, Wren argues, do psychologists distinguish between moral motives, which are specific elements of morality such as "be kind to others" and "don't tell lies," and moral motivation, which is the general tendency to care about being moral across situations. He maintains that psychologists should incorporate this distinction into their analyses of moral phenomena. He also suggests that psychological theorists too often think of morality as an external pressure that forces the individual to act in certain ways simply to avoid negative sanctions. He then discusses the philosophical debate on the intrinsically motivating nature of morality, and recommends that psychologists adopt philosophy's 
